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REMARKS 



AppHcam care^y s.udied Bnal Office Ao«o„ of lun. 2, 2005 ..d o«br^ 

interview v«U. B« Vu oo My 13, 2005. Where appn-pmte, eon»e«s fom U« m«^v^ 
r Wuaed WOW a.^ » U. e^en. necessary, .erve as *e Interview S« re^ by *e 

'^'■D„rtagme«lephonicm««iew,AppHca„t discus thepre^mven.ionwi**« 
ExandBer An overview of the inventicmia provided mat s»n»Bartes Appl^affl s 

rZ^icoftheinvontio. ^^'-^--'^^^'''-^ZTrS'^ 

a„.„yoo„pie.oa..co™p..er^O^^.«=^^^^^ 

raml>uter,softwareapplieationsarelauiichedonthelioslconipiitaas 

Z*J-f«-->n.hepottab,edevice. o«o,.he application, ia a web _ A«.,her 
"ftheprese^ — isto^co.,e.t.o.^u^.Con.e.tiaprovided.o.^.^^^ 

S,. an inteLe f^. Tbe interface fta»e i, similar to a "window" that . *s,.,.t fro^ ^ 
rl*aon.opof,bebrow^.andn.y.eontopof.beno™^taa.bar^..^^^^ 

^ .op of a browser window (see Kgs. 5 and 6). THe interfuca *amc has a spot » wh ch*e 
content canbc displayed. Ulcewiscthebrowser displays other content hlceaoonvent^nal 

'""^During the telephonic interview. AppHoan. discussed the differences between a 

conventional browser and a« interlace fran« and specificaUy articnlated that the brow- ^ 

l ir^erf^ ^ w»e distinct such th« a«ference that tau^t *splay of a banner ad w«b,n 

.He browser was no. the same thing as tl. display of content within the int«fice fr'™ _ 
Applicant was unable^^convincetheE^ntiner of t..differenoe,.ndth. focus of thetelephon. 

in^view shifted toother ways inwhich«,epres.B.invent™differed^m.he«fc,ences of 

""^ Appli^n. hetein amends the independent claims 1 , 17, and 29 to delete reference to the 
clean up fu^tion and the banner fonna. of the conten. Applicant further an>=n^ clam. 1. H. 
L Z recite ^ the conten. p^vided is associated witi. the ptovid^ o, the portable dcv.ce. 
for this amendn^t can be found in the sp«=i«c«ion at page 17, hnes 30-33. No new 



matter is added. 
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Claun 41 V..S .0 si^= U allcB=a.y contained a typographic^ mot. Spccift«ny. 

^t^t>»cWmtot«Ueth..hecxec«io„oc.a.wi.hout«<r^..8U.= ^--'°^^ 
TZ^. te„cctiv.,y~ot»t.o.iectio..an.A«>iic.,.,«,.c,t3 

mthilrawaloftt»objccUonIoclalin4la«tMslms. . . „^„ 

5-7 9 U-X5, 17,2.-23. 25,27-29,33-35.37...d39^1«e«r.J=c,.d™dcr 

I«lL.^P..cn.Omce.oest.b,i.hp.»./<:c.eob,ious,.«..*.P.-0^^^^^^^^ 
."«eeach-evety=.e».mcf.>.ci.in,ist.u^ot.a-ain*.con^»--o' 

"^Ta!^-!l.t«ite..».t..con.«,.i...soc..e.wi,Ht.«p.vi^ 

Lcsfd. RatKcr. th. ad«t,i«ment> of Paol associated with the p«>fflc. .ot w«h the 

or thc pot^b-e dcvic. TO ,.is e«=„t. con.«.ati» of does oottcach . 
Lm elcn^ft. Sincc.l« contbinatioB of refct«tc.adoca not teach a chimele«cnt. tl» 
combination does not establish obviousness. , . 

Appbcan. discussed the an»nded claim language with the Exanuner dormg the 
telephonic inte^iew. Speciflcally, the Bxan^r indicated Utat the an«ndedclain.lan^e 
wo^d define over the .ejections of recotd The Exannner did not indicate that the a,«^cd 
eUin.l.nguageswouldtnalcethecl«^alU.wab,e. Ratter, the Exan-iner indicated «t« a new 
^h wLbe re,uir=d to evaluate th. ^ Uncage. Because a new search was refund 
a„dgiventhat,heappUcaao,,wasunderafinalrcjecUon.AppHcammesthisa.ne™^^^ 

oonc^ntl, With a Request to Condnued Exannnation to expedite 

veneration of an opnion as to the pat«,tabili.y of the an«„ded clauns. m hght of the act tb^a 
rriisr^lu^Applicantrcspcctfe^yopinesthattben^OfftceActionshou^^^^ 
n>,de<inalsoastoairordAppUcantappopriateopporn.ni,i=stoexplo.e.hescopc<,,te 
an^ndedclsimUnguage. Applicant requests withdrawaloftheSloareiectton Of clamos 1.5-7. 

9 U-15 17. 21-23. 25. CT-29. 33-35. 37. and 39-41 atd»stin»;. 

Clai«>s2.4 ,8.20.a»i30-32werereiectedunder35U.S.C.51O3.sbeingu,,pa.entable 
overPau..Hendric;andSugaeta,.(hcreinafte"Saga"). Applicant respectft.Ily traverses. The 
standard for establishing obviousness is set fbnli above. 
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A. *ove. Paul a:^ Hc^"o - — °— " !";^''^:° 

U,dcp»nd.«c,M,ns. Nc*ii«<.Sug. core. deficiencies of Pau, and H=ndnck. Thus 

aoe. ..t,ea.h*= cMm eleme^, tbe «,oi,in3.ion does no. eaUbMh obv_ App,„»t 
^«.s..bd™walon,.U03.Jec«ono,=lain.2-4,.S.0.and30-3...>ns^^^^ 

CMml6»as«iecedunder35tJ.S.C.S103asbeingu,pa,en.aWeo™rPaul.Hendnck 

andVeeetaLChereinafter-Ye."). AfpUc^«apec*.«,tt.ve«e. The standard for 

e<!tablishinK obviousness is set forth above. . , 

TeM.'-i-ia'»ve,Pau.aMHe„«.cdonores«b« obviousness for .1«u„d«^^^ 

i^pentTlai^s. Noting in Vee cores *edef.^^so, Paul a^HendriC THu.,^ 

^::ionof.He..reerererencesdoe.no..eacK,.ec,ai™e,c.»n..Sincef^con^^^^^^ 

^.„o..achtheclain,eHn.«.,hecon*in..ondoesno.e^lisHoWo«Appi.can. 

re^rs„i*ara«a.of*eH03reicc.ionofcUi.Us.^^^ 

Applicant requests reconsideration Of the rejections in iigntoi 
re^rJ^.^. Appiican. ean«sUy soHci. clain, a,U.„a„ce a. «,e Exaonner s earUes. 

convenience. 

RespectM 
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